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stances. The French government was by no means the
only government in Europe that was on the verge of
bankruptcy, nor was this the first time it found itself in
such straits. The misery of the people was as great (or
greater) in other European countries as it was in France.
As for tyranny, about which so much was said during
the Revolution, while, undoubtedly, it was bad enough,
it was not worse in France than elsewhere. In 1787, the
English traveller, Arthur Young, found it possible to
say of the French government: "This is the mildest
government of any considerable country in Europe,
our own excepted". If, therefore, the Revolution broke
out in France and not in some other European country,
it was because some of the elements that made it inevit-
able in France were lacking elsewhere; and if it broke
out in 1789, and not during some previous crisis, it was
because some of the elements were lacking then. The
decisive factor may have been a very minor one. If the
French Guards had not so thoroughly hated their
colonel—Duchatelet—the Bastille might not have been
taken and the court have prevailed over the people.
Pascal has said that the career of Cromwell was stopped
and the history of England changed by a grain of sand
which lodged itself in the dictator's urinary tract.
Duchatelet may well have been the grain of sand of
which the old regime died, changing the history of the
world.
The historian Mathiez has remarked that great social
upheavals are always the result of a lack of balance
between the classes. The French middle class far out-
weighed the nobility in economic and social import-
ance, yet found itself, politically, greatly inferior to its
rival, who monopolized all the high offices in the army,
the magistracy and the Church and was exempt from
most forms of taxation. This, if it did not cause the
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